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TH S OPI NI ON WAS NOT_ WRI TTEN FOR PUBLI CATI ON

The opinion in support of the decision being entered today
(1) was not witten for publication in a |l aw journal and
(2) is not binding precedent of the Board.

UNI TED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFI CE

BEFORE THE BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS
AND | NTERFERENCES

Ex parte MARK S. RODDER

Appeal No. 97-3299
Appl i cation 08/481, 900!

ON BRI EF

Bef ore THOVAS, BARRETT and LEE, Adnministrative Patent Judges.

THOMAS, Adm ni strative Patent Judge.

DECI SI ON ON APPEAL

Appel | ant has appealed to the Board fromthe exam ner’s

t Application for patent filed June 7, 1995. According to appellant,
this application is a division of Application 08/342,400, filed Novenber 18,
1994, now Patent No. 5,475,266, issued Decenber 12, 1995; which is a
continuation of Application 08/149,147, filed Novermber 5, 1993.
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final rejection of clainms 26, 28-30, 32-37 and 39.

Representative claim26 is reproduced bel ow

26. A nethod of formng a mcroel ectronic device, said
devi ce incorporating connecting structures between regions,
t he net hod conpri si ng:

a. providing a substrate having a first region;
b. formng a first insulating | ayer over said substrate;

c. renoving selected portions of said first insulating
| ayer so as to at |east partially expose said region, form ng
a cavity above said exposed region;

d. formng a |ayer of sem conductor material on said
first insulating |ayer and said cavity so as to nake cont act
with said first region, said |layer of sem conductor materia
being fornmed with a thickness sufficient to partially fil
said cavity and to prevent dopants from subsequent doping
operations frompenetrating to said first region;

e. formng a second insulating |ayer over said
sem conduct or | ayer;

f. renoving selected portions of said second insul ating
| ayer so as to at |east partially expose said sem conduct or
| ayer; and

g. formng an interconnective |ayer over said second

insulating |ayer and in electrical comunication with said
exposed sem conductor | ayer.

There are no references relied on by the exam ner.
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Clainms 26, 28-30, 32-37 and 39 stand rejected under the
witten description portion of 35 U S.C. § 112, first

par agr aph.

The exam ner alleges that the present disclosure does not
reasonably convey to the artisan that the inventor had
possession of the presently clainmed invention at the tine the
application was filed in that, in the examner’s view, there
is no support for claimng the formati on of a sem conductor
“on” a first insulating |layer since the figures indicate that
the sem -conductor layer is fornmed “over” the insulating
| ayer, as expressed in the final rejection.

Rat her than repeat the positions of the appellant and the
exam ner, reference is nmade to the brief and the answer for

the respective details thereof.

OPI NI ON
W reverse the outstanding rejection of the clains on

appeal .
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Qur study of the correspondi ng portions of the disclosed
invention in the witten description portion of the speci-
fication, as well as the figures, lead us to conclude our
agreenent with appellant’s position set forth at page 3 of the

brief on appeal that the formation of a | ayer of sem conduct or

material “on” a first insulating |ayer as recited in clause
(d) of claim26 on appeal is supported froman artisan’s
perspective in the specification as filed. The examner’'s
argunments in the answer appear to be divorced froma

consi deration of the disclosed invention in the specification
and figures. Although the conventional dictionary neani ng of
the word “on” may in sone context mean in contact with, the
general neaning also includes a relative position with respect
to sonething such as on top of or over or covering. As

i ndi cated by appellant at page 3 of the brief, the feature as
recited in dependent claim28 indicates that there is an
internedi ate | ayer between the sem conductor |ayer and the
first insulating | ayer, which feature is consistent with

figure 4(d) as disclosed. The term*“on” in independent claim
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26 does not necessarily require it to be construed, in the
context of the whole disclosure of the clained invention, as

“directly on.”
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In view of the foregoing, the decision of the exam ner

rejecting clainms 26, 28-30, 32-37 and 39 under 35 U.S.C. §

112, first paragraph, is reversed.

REVERSED

JAMES D. THOVAS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

LEE E. BARRETT
PATENT
Adm ni strative Patent Judge

JAMESON LEE
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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